APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 4/99 c B o/

IMPORTANT: Please consult the "Instructions for Completing the Project Application" for
assistance in completion of this form.

SUBDIVISION:___ CITY OF CINCINNATI CODE # 061-15000

DISTRICT NUMBER:_ 2 COUNTY: HAMILTON DATE 6 /13/02

CONTACT: GI'E?., LOI‘[E PHONE # 513-352-5289 (THE PROJECT CONTACT PERSON

SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WILL BE AVAILABLE DURING BUSINESS HOURS AND WHO CAN BEST ANSWER OR COORDENATE THE RESPONSE TC
QUESTIONS)

FAX: (513) 352-1581 E-MAIL _greg.long@rcc.org

PROJECT NAME: Kirby Road Improvements

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE

{Check Cniy 1) {Check All Requested & Enter Amount) {Check Largest Component)

__ 1.County X 1. Grant §_ 1,052,000 X _1.Road

X 2.City 2. Loan % : ___2.Bridge/Culvert
__ 3.Township __ 3. Loan Assistance § ___3.Water Supply
__4.Village 4 Wastewater
__ b Water /Sanitary District __5.50lid Waste
(Section 6119 or 6117 O.R.C.) ___ 6.Stormwater

TOTAL PRO]ECT COST $_ 1,502,857 FUNDING REQUESTED $ 1 052 OOO

e R

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION ~ “_,Dq
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY = S
M S

e Az
GRANT:$/, 052, 000 LOAN ASSISTANCE: § — Tz
SCIP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: YIS. m=
RLP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: VIS, = 28
(Check Cnly 1) . e S
__State Capital Improvement Program __ Small Government Program [, =&
X Local Transportation Improvements Program o §

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

PROJECT NUMBER: C /C APPROVED FUNDING:

Local Participation Y Loan Interest Rate: %o
OPWC Participation % Loan Term: years
Project Release Date: - Maturity Date:

OPWC Approval: Date Approved:

SCIP Loan RL? Loan



1.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

1.1  PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS: Force Account
(Round to Nearest Dollar) Dollars
TOTAL DOLLARS

a.) Basic Engineering Services: $ .00

Preliminary Design §
Final Design $
Bidding $
Construction Phase $

Additional Engineering Services $ .00
*Identify services and costs below.

b.) Acquisition Expenses:

Land and/or Right of Way $ 00
c.) Construction Costs: $  1.,319,271.00
d.)  Equipment Purchased Directly: $ .00
e.} Permits, Advertising, Legal: $ 00

(Or Interest Costs for Loan Assistance

Applications Only)
£} Construction Contingencies: $ 183,587.00
g.)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: $_1,502,587.00

*List Additional Engineering Services here:
Service: Cost:

12



d.)

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

DOLLARS %

Local In-Kind Contributions R .00
Local Revenues % 130,857.00 09
Other Public Revenues

ODOT g .00

Rural Development $ .00

OEPA g .00

OWDA $ .00 -

CDBG $ .00 A

OTHER MRF $_320,000.00 21
SUBTOTAL LOCAL RESQOURCES: $_ 450,857.00 30
OPWC Funds
1. Grant $1,052,000.00 70
2. Loan S .00
3. Loan Assistance g .00
SUBTOTAL OPWC FUNDS: $ 1,052,000.00 70
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES: $- 1,502,857.00 100%

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

Attach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all
local share funds required for the project will be available on or before the earliest date
listed in the Project Schedule section.

ODOT PID# Sale Date:
STATUS: (Check one)

Traditional

Local Planning Agency (LPA)

State Infrastructure Bank

L



2.3

PROJECT INFORMATION

If the project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

PROJECT NAME: Kirby Road Improvements

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through C):
A: SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Kirby Road between Virginia Avenue and North Bend Road in Northside and College
Hill. Project also covers landslides and storm drainage adjacent to the pavement.

(see attached map)
PROJECT ZIP CODE: _ 45223

B: PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Reconstructed pavement will be full depth ashphalt with concrete curb and gutter and
new inlets. Landslide correction involves construction of 1,250 linear feet of retaining
wall consisting of reinforced concrete drilled shafts and precast panels. Guardrail will
be constructed in front of the drilled shaft walls. A combination retaining
wall/concrete ditch will be built on the uphill side to maintain flow within the ditch.
Rehabilitated pavement will consist of three inches of asphlatic concrete.

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS:

Project covers 10,680 linear feet, and ranges from two to three lanes wide.

D: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:
Detail current service capacity versus proposed service level.

No change in service capacity.

Road or Bridge: Current ADT 7,592 Year: 1991 Projected ADT: Year:

MO e e e S

Water/Wastewater: Based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per househoeld, attach
current rate ordinance. Current Residential Rate:$ Proposed Rate: §

Stormwater: Number of households served:
USEFUL LIFE/COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: 20 Years.

Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature
confirming the project's useful life indicated above and estimated cost.




3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT

$ 1,052,000

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION 3
4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE:*
BEGIN DATE END DATE
41  Engineering/Design: 12 /1 / 02 6 /1 /03
42  Bid Advertisement and Award: 7/1 /03 10/ 11/03
4.3 Construction: 10/ 15 /04 12 /31/05
4.4  Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition: [ [ 1

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects.
Modification of dates must be requested in writing by the CEO of record and approved by the
commission once the Project Agreement has been executed. The project schedule should be
planned around receiving a Project Agreement on or about July 1st.

5.0 PROJECT OFFICIALS:

5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER Timothy Riordan
TITLE Assistant Citv Manager
STREET Room 104, City Hall

801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cindnnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE ( 513 ) 352 - 2457
FAX ( 513 ) 352 - 2458
E-MAIL tim.riordan@rce.org

5.2  CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER William Moller
TiTLE Finance Director
STREET Room 250, City Hall

801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE ( 513 ) 352 - 6275
FAX ( 513 ) 352 - 2370
E-MAIL bill.moller@rcc.org

5.3 PROJECT MANAGER Tay Gala
TITLE Principal Construction Engineer
STREET Room 430, Citv Hall

801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Qhio 45202
PHONE ( 513 )_352 - 3423
FAX ( 513 )_352 - 1581
E-MAIL iav.gala@rcc.org

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from the CEO.

2



6.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Confirm in the blocks [ ] below that each item listed is attached.

[1] A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under 7.0, Applicant
Certification, below.

[X] A certification signed by the applicant’s chief financial oificer stating all local share funds required for the
project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule section. If the application involves a request
for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFO which identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan
also must be attached. Both certifications can be accomplished in the same letter.

[X] A registered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as required in 164-1-13, 164-
1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall coniain an engineer’s original seal or stamp and

signature,

[NA] A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or district) which
identifies the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

[NA] Projects which include new and expansion components apd potentially affect productive farmland
should include o statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a petential impact, the Governor’s Executive
Order 93-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review Advisory apply.

[ 1 Capital Inprovements Report: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

[X] Supporiing Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic
impact {(temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a resuit of the project), accident reports, impact on school
zones, and other information te assist your district committee in ranking your project. Be sure to include supplements
which may be required by your fecal District Public Works Integrating Committee.

7.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies that: {1) he/she is legally authorized to request and accept financial assistance from the Ohio
Public Works Comumission; (2) to the best of histher knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of this
application are true and correct; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of this
application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) sheuld the requested finaneial
assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio
Law, including those involving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun, and will not
begin until a Project Agreement on this project has been executed with the Ohio Public Works Commission. Action to the
contrary will result in termination of the agreement and withdrawal of Ohio Public Works Commission funding of the

project.

Timothy Riordan, Assistant Citv Manager
Certifying Representative (Type gPrint Name and Title)

Wiy WA
/ Vid J=vr-073
Signaturé/Date Sﬁned



City ot Cincinnati

Department of Transportation and Engineering City Hall, Room 445
Division of Engineering 801 Plum Street
Cincinnat, Ohio 45202-1927
Eileen Enabnit
Director

Donald W. Rosemeyer, PE.
City Engineer

December 5, 2003

Subject: Kirby Road Improvements
Certification of Useful Life for OPWC Projects

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code, | hereby certify that
the design useful life of the subject street rehabilitation is at least twenty-five (25) years.

Donaid W. Rosemeyer, P.E.
City Engineer
City of Cincinnati

Zquat Opporaniry Emplover



Kirby Road Improvements

9/10/02

ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED
REF. ITEMNO. QUANTITIES DESCRIPTION PRICE COST

1 103.05 1 |Lump Sum |Contract Bend $13,333.33 $13,333

2| Special 1 |Lump Sum [Project Contingency $13,333.23 513,333

3 201 1 |Lump Sum |Clearing & Grubbing $40,000.00 540,000

4 202 106 |5.y. Traific Island Removed $17.50 $1.855

a 202 1 lLump Sum {Structures Removed $333.33 5933

) 202 1 |Lump Sum |Guardrail Removed §733.33 3733

7 202 2,333 |s.y. Pavement Bemoved $15.00 $35,000

8 202 550 1.1, Pipe Removed, 24" And Under $12.00 6,600

g 202 1 |e.a. Manhole Removed $850.00 51,133
10 202 3 |e.a. Catch Basin Remaved $400.00 51,867
11 202 2,667 is.f. Walk Removed $3.00 38,000
12 202 a3 ILf. Fence Hemoved $8.00 8667
13 203 1,850 [c.y. Excavation $35.00 564,750
14 203 25 |hrs Proof Rolling $80.00 $2,000
15 203 707 [c.y. Embankment $20.00 514,133
16 203 4,067 |s.y. Subgrade Compaction 52.50 510,167
17 205 17 |tons Special Fill Materijal $15,00 5250
18 207 575 L1 Erosion Control 34.50 32,587
19 251 200 |s.y. Part. Depth Pavt. Repair, Flexible Pavement $25.00 $5,000
20 253 745 |s.v. Pavement Repair $45.00 533,525
P4 254 10,035 |s.y. Pavement Planing, Bituminous 51,75 $17.561
22 254 67 |s.v. Patching Planed Surface 55.00 §333
23 30 483 [c.y. Asphalt Concrete Base $B80.00 338,667
24 304 583 [c.v. Aggregate Base $25.00 $14,583
25 407 700 igal. Bituminous Tack Coalt $4.00 32,800
26 443 570 lc.y. Asphalt Concrete Intermediate Course, Type 1 $80.00 345,600
27 448 570 lc.y. Asphalt Concrete Surface Course, Type 1 $80.00 $45,600
28 503 317 |c.y. Unclassified Excavation 526.50 58,392
29 511 2,721 |s.f. Class C Concrete, Precast Wall Panals, 8" 39.40 325,581
30 511 39 [c.y. Class C Concrete, Cantilever Retaining Wall Stem $500.00 $19,333
31 511 33 [c.y, Class C Conerete, Cantilever Retaining Wall Footing $350.00 511,667
32 511 g [o.y. Class C Concrete, Headwalls $350.00 $2,100
33 518 325 [c.y. Porous Backdill w/ Filter Fabric §55.00 517,875
34 524 1,046 |Li. Drilled Shafts, 30" Djameter, Above Bedrock §575.00 £78,450
35 524 88a |I.f. Drilled Shafts, 30" Diameter, Into Bedrock $68.00 $59,840
36 601 22 jc.y. Grouted Rock Channel Protection, Type C $175.00 53,792
a7 602 17 le.y. Brick Masonry 5250.00 $4,167
38 603 175 [I.f. 12" Conduit, Type "H" $50.00 58,750
39 603 117 |L.E 15" Conduit, Type "H* $55.00 36,417
401 Special 50 |i.1. Connection Pipe Cleaned $10.00 $500
4 603 53 |ILi 3" Conduit, Type "G" $15.00 $800
42 603 21 L, 15" Conduit, Class Il 366.00 51,364
43 603 120 |Lf. 24" Gonduit, Class Il $170.00 $20,400
44 603 583 [L.I. 12" Conduit, Type B $60.00 $35,000
45 603 167 [Lf. 18" Canduit, Type B $80.00 513,333
48 603 133 LI 21" Conduit, Type B $100.040 513,333
47 603 50 |LL 36" Conduit, Type B $150.00 57.500
48 603 133 |Lf, 48" Conduit, Type B $200,00 526,667
43 603 9 |LL Reconnect Existing Taps, Sanitary $500.00 34,500
50 603 g [i.&. Reconnect Existing Taps, Storm $500.00 34,500
51 604 2 |ea, Manhole Adjusted {o Grade W/Hings 575.00 5175
52 604 13 |ea. Manhole Adjusted to Grade W/0O Rings $350.00 34,667
53 604 8 lea. Valve Chambers Adjusied to Grade W/O Rings $350.00 52,917
54 604 1 |ea. Valve Chambers Repaired & Adjusted to Grade $350.00 3467
55 604 1 |ea. 5GI Adjusted To Grade $300.00 $200
56 604 1 |lea. DGHCI Adjusted To Grade $350.00 5233
57 604 1 lea. DGI/CI Repaired & Adjusted To Grade $450.00 3600




Kirby Road Improvements

9/10/02

ESTIMATED EST. UNIT ESTIMATED
REF. ITEM NO. QUANTITIES DESCRIPTION PRICE COST
58 604 3 |ea. Canst. Of DGYC! & Abandon Old Style Curh Infet $1.800.00 $6,000
59 604 1 |ea. Inlets Repaired (Diich or Curb) $325.00 5433
&0 604 16 |ea. Inlet Grates 5100.00 51.600
&1 604 6 |ea. Standard Combination Inlet $2,200.00 §12,467
&2 604 6 |ea. Standard Double Gutter Inlet 32,000.00 511,333
63 604 2 |ea. Standard Ditch Inlet $51,500.00 $3,000
64 604 1 |ea. Standard Double Ditch Inlet $1,800.00 51,200
65 604 3 jea. Manhote, Type P $2,500.00 58,333
656 BOS 515 {If. 8" Perf. Corr. Poly. Tubing (707.33) $4.00 52,060
57 606 842 I1.1. Steel Backed Timber Guardrail $80.00 67,333
68 608 492 ps.f. Curb Ramp $10.00 54,917
69 608 9,800 [s.i. Concrete Walk 55.00 548,002
70 608 6,354 |L.i, Concrete Curb, Type 5-1 $21.00 $133,441
71 609 1,233 |LL Concrete Combined Curb & Gutter, Type P-4 $22.00 527,133
72 612 187 |s.v. Concrete Median $50.00 59,350
73 614 1 |Lump Sum |Maintaining Traffic $26,666.67 326,667
74 | Special 3 [ea. Project Signs $450.00 $1,200
75 614 40 |Hrs Law Enfcrcement Officer With Patrol Car $40.00 31,600
76 616 7 |Mgal Dust Control $1.00 57
77 619 1 ftump Sum {Field Office. Type A $8,750.00 %8,750
78 625 1 [e.a. Traffic Signal System Complete $5,000.00 $5,000
79 627 8,673 |s.l. Concrete Driveway $5.00 542,867
B0 628 1,609 |L1. Sawing Concreta $2.50 54,022
Bi 629 17 |I.1. Curbs Reset 550.00 5833
g2 638 N7 L 6" Water Main $100.00 $41,667
a3 538 10 le.a. Water Meter, Adjusted To Grade $350.00 $3.500
a4 638 1 le.a, Water Valve $150.00 200
85 538 1le.a. Fire Hydrant Extended Or Adjusted To Grade 3450.00 5450
86 638 1 |e.a. Fire Hydrant And Gate Valve Removed And Resat $350.00 $233
87 6542 1 |mile Center Line $1,500.00 51,480
88 644 400 |{LE Transverse Line $6.00 32,400
B89 644 233 |I.1f. Stop Line 56.00 51,400
90 544 917 |I.f. Lane Line $1.00 5917
b 644 5,667 [LI. Edge ling $1.00 55,667
o2 644 317 LI, Crosswalk Line $3.00 $850
293 653 75 [e.y. Topsoil Furnished & Placed $20.00 51,500
94 659 2,815 [s.v. Seeding and Mulching 32.00 55,630
95 690 1 jLump Sum {Utility Relocation $20,000.00 $20,000
96 1125 1 lea. Resetting Ex. Valie'Boxes Complete $150.00 $200
En e “EL Total: $1,313,271
—mwﬂca‘ 5 Construction Contingency: $183,586
Prem Rf. GVEU:Q P& K. :
TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:  $1,502,857

City Efigipger  GARG
City O¥Glaginnatizng a0
e N




City of Cincinnati

Deparunent of Finance Suire 250, Ciry Hall
801 Plum Street
September 13, 2002 Cincinnad, Ohio 45202

Phone (513) 352-3731

Mr. Lawrence Bicking, Director Fax (513) 352-2370
Ohio Public Works Commission _—

65 East State Street, Suite 312 William E. Moller
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Dyirector

RE: Status of Funds for Local Share of 2003 SCIP/LTIP Project Grants
Dear Mr. Bicking:

The local matching shares for the following 2003 SCIP/LTIP Projects (Round 17 Funding) are
recommended by the City Manager for funding in the City's 2003 Capital Improvement Program:

STREET REHABILITATION PROJECTS

Madisen Road — Brotherton to Edwards

Queen City Avenue — Harrison to White

Gilbert Avenue / Montgomery Road ~ Elsinore to Brewster
Dixmyth Avenue — M. L. King to Clifton

Vine Street — Erkenbrecher to Miichell

Eastern Avenue ~ Wortman 1o Columbia Parkway

STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Kirby Road Improvements — Virginia to North Bend
Madison Road / Red Bank Expressway Improvements
Queen City Avenue Improvements — White to Wyoming

The matching funds for these projects are coming from Street Improvement Bonds and from
Cincinnati Southern Railway lease proceeds.

If you have any questions or need additional information regarding these projects, please contact me
at 513-352-6275.

William E. Moller
Directar of Finance

€G! T. Riordan, Acting DCM, P. Heile, Law, B. Ashford, Budget, E. Enabnit, Transportation & Engineering
P. Garg, Engineering, K. Conn, Engineering, J. Vogel, Engineering, J. Buitner, Engineering
J. Flading, Engineering, G. Long, Engineering, C. Ertel, Engineering, D. Cline, Engineering
Adm. Files, Eng. Div. File



COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CINCINNATI
STATE OF OHIO

OFFICE QOF THE CLERK OF COUNCIL

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing transcript
is correctly copied from the books, papers and
journals of the City of Cincinnati, State of
Ohio, kept under authority and by the direction
of the Council thereof.

ORDINANCE 0351-2003 passed by the Council
of the City of Cincinnati at their session on
October 22, 2003 entitled:

CRDINANCE, (EMERGENCY) submitted by Valerie
A. Lemmie, City Manager on 10/15/2003,
authorized the City Manager to apply for and
accept street rehabilitation and street
improvement funding grants, loans and loan
assistance from the State of Chio, Ohio
Public Works Commission, in the approximate
amount of $11,250,600, and to execute any
agreements necessary for the receipt and
administration of said grants and lecans.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I have

hereunto set my name and affixed
the seal of the Clerk of Council
Office this 28k day of

October in the year Two Thousand and Three.

Robert A. Nesly,
Deputy Clerk




EMERGENCY
Uity of Tincinnati

An Oedinance No, 357/

AUTHORIZING the City Manager to apply for and accept street rehabilitation and street
improvement funding grants, loans and loan assistance from the State of Ohio, Ohio Public
Works Commission, in the approximate amount of $11,250,600, and to execute any agreements
necessary for the receipt and administration of said grants and loans.

-2003

WHEREAS, the State Capital Improvement Program, the Local Transportation
Improvement Program, and the State Revolving Loan Program provide for infrastructure
funding; and

WHEREAS, the District 2 Integrating Committee is accepting applications for projects
within Hamilton County, State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, the City of Cincinnati has the required $2,633,957 in matching City funds
for Program Year 2004, for six (6) street rehabilitation projects, namely Central Parkway, Gilbert
Avenue/Montgomery Road, Madison Road, M.L. King Drive, Vine Street (Central Parkway to
McMicken) and Vine Street (Erkenbrecher to Mitchell); four (4) street improvement projects,
namely Colerain Avenue/Blue Rock Road; Columbia Parkway, Kirby Road, and Red Bank
Road/Duck Creek Road; one (1) street rehabilitation/improvement project, namely River Road,;
and one (1) loan assistance application, namely Infrastructure Rehabilitation Bonds; now,

therefore,

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Cincinnati, State of Ohio:

Section 1. That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute and file applications, on
behalf of the City of Cincinnati, with the Ohio Public Works Commission through the Hamilton
County District 2 Integrating Commitiee, for grants, loans, and loan assistance in the
approximate amount of $11,250,600 for funding six (6) street rehabilitation projects, namely
Central Parkway, Gilbert Avenue/Montgomery Road, Madison Road, M.L. King Drive, Vine
Street (Central Parkway to McMicken) and Vine Street (Erkenbrecher to Mitchell); four (4)
street improvement projects, namely Colerain Avenue/Blue Rock Road; Columbia Parkway,
Kirby Road, and Red Bank Road/Duck Creek Road; one (1) street rehabilitation/improvement
project, namely River Road; and one loan assistance application, namely Infrastructure
Rehabilitation Bonds, and to accept such grants and loans at an interest rate acceptabie to the

City of Cincinnati Director of Finance if awarded by the Ohio Public Works Commission.



Section 2. That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute such agreements and
other documents as are required by the State for receipt and administration of the above grants
and loans.

Section 3. That this ordinance shall be an emergency measure necessary for the
preservation of the public peace, welfare and safety and shall, subject to the terms of Article 11,
Section 6 of the Charter, be effective immediately. The reason for the emergency is the
immediate need to comply with critical application deadlines and to ensure that funding

mechanisms for the proper implementation are in place at the earliest possible time.

Passed K %/L 22 2003

L -
' /\-._V,,_ (,L —_— [y
o Mayor
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Attest_ /) / (oo AT
/Clerk &Y
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WVETFY THAT op T -
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Clerk of Counci] 3{




Kirby Road Improvements
Virginia to North Bend
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CERTIFICATION OF TRAFFIC COUNT

As required by the District 2 Integrating Committee, | hereby certify that the traffic counts
herein attached to the Kirby Road —~Virginia to North Bend project application are a true
and accuraie count done by the City of Cincinnati's Traffic and Road Operations Division.

Sead e

Stephen |. Niemejer, P E.
Supervising Engineer




ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION
Kirhy Road Improvements

For Program Year 2003 (July 1, 2003 through June 30, 2004), jurisdictions shall provide the following support
information to help determine which projects will be funded. Information on this form must be accurate, and
where cailed for, based on sound engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the individual items, as
noted, is required. The applicant shonid also use the rating system and its’ addendum as a guide. The examples
listed in this addendum are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project,

IF YOU ARE APPLYING FOR A GRANT, WILL YOU BE WILLING TO ACCEPT &
LOAN IF ASKED BY THE DISTRICT? YES X NGOG (ANSWER REQUIRED)

Note: Answering “Yes” will not increase your score and answering “NO™ will not decrease your scare.

1) What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?

Give a statement of the namre of the deficient conditions of the present facility exclusive of capacity, serviceabiiity,
health and/or safery issues. If known, give the approximate age of the infraswucwure to be replaced, repaired, or
expanded. Use documentation (if possible) to support your statement. Documentation may include (but is not limited
to): ODOT BR36 reports, pavement management condition reports, televised underground system reports, age inveatory
Teports, maintenance records, eic., and will only be considered if included in the original application. Examples of
deficiencies include: structural condition; substandard design elements such as widths, grades, curves, sight distances,
drainage siTuctures, etc.

Drainage System: Strear and residence ponding ocenrs durdng low intensirv minfall evenrs due to g failing collecrion
system. The pavement is ahonr 1 fogt ahove the adiscenr sidewnlks and drve aprons in many areas The caech basins
present are inefficient in collection of the ninoff due to sysiem dererioration_erosion muging and debris _ This resplts in
ponding in the right-oftway and in the drivewsy aprons af residences. The sewerage svstern is over 30 vears old and is
in.verv poorferirical condirion  Please refer 1o artached the phomgraphs. complainrs and inspection reporrs nroviderd

as docnmentation
Pavement; The pavement is in verv poor condifinn due to severe cracking snd siemificant hase fajlures. A sampline of

the pavemenr records for the jurisdiction ns well as picnires are ircluded to documenr the condirion

Landslide Correction: Nine landslides accur plong Kirhy Road from approximately 1 100 _fept sputh of Glanview
Avenue to Narrh Bend Road  The Iandslides oceur an the downhill side of the rondway and affecy the inhounc reavel
lane Cenarinued movemene of the landslides canses crackine and settlement of the roadway requiring constang
mainenance. The canditien of the landslide component of the projecr i< failed and reqnires immediare correcrive
measures. Please refer to the nicmires and href explanation for documentation of conditing

2) How imperiant is the project to the safety of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

Give a staement of the projects effect on the safery of the service area. The design of the project is intended to reduce
existing accident rate, promote safer conditons, and reduce the danger of risk. liability or injury. (Typical examples
may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates, emergency response time, fire pratection, and
highway capacity.) Please be specific and provide documenmtion if necessary to substantiate the data. The applicant
must demonswate the type of problems that exst, the frequency and severty of the problems and the method of

correction.

Landslides- Nine landstides ocenr alone Kiriy Road from approximarely 1100 feer sourh of Cllenvies, Avenne to
Nprrh Bend Road. The landslides ocpnur on the downhill side of the roadway and affecr the inhopnd travel lnne
Dlled pier walls were cnnsirocted in ] 993 and in 1994 10 spabilize myn of the nine landslides Sudden drasstic
movement af one nf the seven remaining acrve landelides arcnmred in Tune of 2007 cansing the emergency closure

of Kirhy 4 drilled pier wall wns consimicted under an emereency change arder o an existing praject in order m
promptly reonen the roadway  Continued movement of this and, the orher siy [rnrdslides cnises rracking and
sertlement of the rpadway requiring eonstant majgenance and Doees o constanr safery threar g the moraripe mehiic
becanse rhe rondway surfoce and guardrail are maving down the slide niane  As chown in fnne of 2007 the rondway
is ar dsk of heing cnmplerelv elozed it westher snadifions canse a_endden drasric down stope_mpvemenr nf tha
pavement.

Drninnge. Mavemenr of the hiilside nn rhe uphill side of nurbonnd Kirhy Avenne conrinnaity blaeks rhe drainaee
dirch: a5 a resolt_runoff is diverred trom the dirch and acmnss the roadway supface Tn addinon rhe fnjiine spwernoe
svsrern leads i ponding water adiacen to the srrest and allogws flooding in the hnzements of the DEODETY OWNErs on
Kirhv Bnad |

Pavement- The naovement reqnigss extensive rehnbilitariqn o mainrain inregrigy die ro landslides_noor drainnge

urility enre_norhnies loneimdinai rrackine nnd haee fiinres

1




Correcrive Acrinps:
The landslide corecrion. stoom water miefgarion_and pavement condirion are of hishly significanr imporance to_the

saferv of the puhfic  The projecr will comeet the deficiencies listed under the rvpe of eafefy problem and allow the
roadway and_adipcent infrasmucture o meet the soferv desin srandards and codes. The improvements wonid Dreyent
the landslides by consmicHne 1 470 lnear fapr of remining wall consisring of reinforced conerere drilled_ehafie and
precast panels  Guardrail will he consrucred in Fonr of she drilled shaft ramining walls (Nn_suardrait is currently
nresenr ar these locanonsd & combination retvining wall/conerers ditch will be consmucred on the unhifl _side 1o
mainfain Aaw within the ditch  The roadway nrofile from Ashtres tq 3 few hundred feet pnsr Mehmert wiil he lowered
and allow the srormwarer tnoff to enter the new sewerage system instead of flawing into_adiacent nropertv. The new
sewerage systern will serve_to preyent ponding and surcharge due to detegorated lines along the remaining nogrons of
Kirhy hy replacing the damaged infrasrienire . The pavement hase failires. utlity cots. potholes. loneinidingl cracking
and adiacenr shoulder deficiencies will he corrected with_full depth repairs and_n complete rehabilitarion of the

pivemeant

3) How important is the project to the heaith of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

Give a statement of the projects effect on the health of the service area. The design of the projecr will improve the
overall condition of the facility so as to reduce or eliminate potendal for disease, or comrect concers regarding the
environmental health of the area. (Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project by improving or
adding storm drainage or sanitary facilities, replacing lead jointed water lines, etc.). Please be specific and provide
documentation if necessary to substantiate the data. The applicant must demonstrate the type of problems that exist, the
frequency and severiry of the problems and the methad of correction.

Tvpe and Sedovsness of Health Problem:
The prmpnsed sewerage system will alleviare both ponding water on. and adizcenr tq the roadway_as_well 05 nravent
wastewarer from enrering the basements of the residences dne to sureharge_gn the svsrem. The ponding and basemenr

flonding nccur even in mild sromm events: therefore. they nose rather <erinns health problems due to their chronic manie

Corrective Actons:
This praject will improve the avernll eondition_of the_infrastucmre by consmctine new sewernee facilifes. The

consmiction of new feliries will eliminate the surcharoe leading t0 wastewater in the hasements, The road neoffle will
he fowered as approprate. to keep the mmoff coatained within the pavemenr drainnge system

4} Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?

The jurisdicton mustsubmit a fisting in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on
the basis of most to least importance.

Priority 1 Madison Road / Red Rank Fxpressway Improvements

Priovity 2 Kithy Road Improvements
Priority 3 Divmvih Avenve Rehahifieation

Priority 4 Quesn Ciry Avenie Rehabiliration

Priority 5 Queen Cirv_Avenue Stresr Improvemenr — White to Wyaming

5} Wiil the completed project generate user fees or assessments?

Will the local jurisdiction assess fees or project costs for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is
completed {example: rates far water or sewer, frontage assessments. etc.).

No X Yes If yes, what user fees and/or assessments wiil be adlized?

i) Economic Growth — How wiil the completed project enhance economic growth

-



Give a statement of the projects effect on the economic growih of the service area (be specific).
This projecr will not impact develonment

7Y Matching Funds - LOCAL

The information regarding local marching funds is to be filed by the applicant in Section 1.2 (b) of the Ohio Public
Works Assaciaton's “Application For Financial Assisiance” form.

3) Matching Funds - OTHER

The informadon regarding local matching funds is to be filed by the applicant in Section 1.2 (¢} of the Ohio Public
‘Works Association’s "Application For Financial Assistance™ form. If MRF funds are being used for matching funds, the
MRF application must have been filed by August 30 th of this vear for this project with the Hamilten Councy Engineer’s
Office. List below all “other’” funding the source(s).

Municipal Road Fund Apniicarion- Kirby Boad from Virginia to North Bend

9) Will the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service needs
of the district?

Describe how the proposed project will alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards (be specific).
The project is designed for current demand.

For roadway betterment projects, provide the existing and proposed Level of Service (LOS) of the facilicy using the
methodology outlined within AASHTO'S "Geometric Design of Highways and Streets” and the 1985 Highway Capacity

Mannal,

Existing LOS Propased LOS

If the proposed design year LOS is not "C" ar better, explain why LOS "C" cannot be achieved.

10) If SCIP/LTIP funds were granted, when would the construction contract he awarded?

If SCIP/LTIP funds are awarded, how soon after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1
of the vear following the deadline for applications) would the project be under coarract? The Support Staff will review
SIatUS reports of previous projects 1o fhelp judee the accuracy of a jurisdiction’s anticipated project schedule.

-

Number of moaths A

a.) Are preiiminary plans or engineering completed? Yes X No N/A



. b.} Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes No X N/A

c.) Are ali udlity coardination’s completed? Yes X No N/A
d.) Are ail right-of-way and easements acquired (if applicable)? Yes No Na__ X
If no, how many parcels needed for project? _____ Of these, how many are: Takes
Temporary
Permanent

For any parcels not yet acquired, explain the stams of the ROW acquisition pracess for this project.

e.) Give an estimate of time needed to complete any iiem above not yet completed. 10 Months.

11} Does the infrastructure have regional impact?

Give a brief siatement concerning the regional significance of the infrastucture to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.
Kirhy Rond is elnssified as o principal thoronehfare connecring Norhside 10 College Hill: as a resnlt the nrojecr will

have moderate impacy to the resion,

12) What is the overail economic health of the jurisdiction?

The District 2 Integrating Commites predetermunes the jurisdiction's economic health. The economic health of a
jurisdiction may periodically be adjusted when census and other budgerary daea are updared.

13) Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resuited in a partial or complete ban
of the nsage or expansion of the nsage for the involved infrastructure?

Describe what formal action has been taken which resuited in a ban of the use of or expansion of use for the involved
infrastructure? Typical examples include weight limits, ruck resmicdons, and moratordums or limitatdons on issuance of
building permnits, etc. The ban must have been caused by a smuctural or operational problem to be considered valid.

Submission of a copy of the approved legisiacion would be helpiul.
Althaueh the rosd bas heen closed for_emersency landslide correction in_Tuly 2007 na ban or restriction has heen

issited

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? Yes No N/A
14) What is the total mumber of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

For roads and bridges, multiply current Average Daily Tratfic (ADT) by 1.20. For inclusion of public transit. submiz
cocumentation substantating the count. Where the faciiiry currently has any reswictions or is partially closed. use
documenred waffic counts prior w0 the resmicdon. For storm sewers. sanitary sewers, water lines. and other refated
facilides. multiply the number of households in the service area by 4. User information must be documented and
cerdfied by a professional engineer or the jurisdictions’ C.E.O.

Traffic: ADT _75307 X120=___ 09110 Users

Warter/Sewer: Homes . . X400 =___ _  _ Users

.



15) Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional 35 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, o user fee, or
dedicated tax for the pertinent infrastructure?

The applying jurisdicton shall fist whae type of fess. levies or taxes they have dedicated toward the type of infrasoucture being
applied for. {Check all thar apply)

Optopai 55.00 License Tax _X

Infrasoucture Levy X~ Specify type Dedirared portion of Ciry Eamings Tox

Faeiljey Users Fee _____ Specify type

Dedicated Tax . Specifyrype

Other Fee, LevyarTax o Speciivy type

th



SCIP/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 18 - PROGRAM YEAR 2004
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2004 TO JUNE 30, 2005

NAME OF APPLICANT: O e d7/

NAME OF PROJECT: K /1PBS LD .

RATING TEAM:

/

NOTE: See the attached “Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions, explanations and

1)

3)

4)

clarifications to each of the criterion points of this rating system. All changes to the Rating
System are italicized.

CIRCLE THE APPROPRIATE RATING

What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?

25 - Failed Appeal Score
23 - Critieal

Very Poor

17 - Poor

15 - Moderately Poor
10 - Moderately Fair
5 - Fair Condition

0 - Good or Better

How important is the project to the safety of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

25 - Highly signifieant importance Appeal Score
20 - Considerably significant importance
d5- Moderate importance
10 - Minimal importance
3 — Poorly documented importance
0 - No measurable impact

How important is the project to the health of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or serviee area?

25 - Highly significant importance Appeal Score
20 - Considerably signiticant importance
(I5- Moderate importance
10 - Minimal importance
5 — Poorly documented importance
0 - No measurable impact

Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Note: Jurisdiction’s priority listing (part of the Additional Support Information) must be filed with application(s).

25 - First priority project Appeal Score
Second priority project
15 Third priority project
10 - Fourth priority project
5 - Fifth priority project or lower
-1



5} . Will the completed project penerate user fees or assessments?

Appeal Score
(@9-No
0—Yes
6) Economic Growth — How the completed project will enhance economic growth (See definitions).
10 — The project will directly secure significant new employment Appeal Score
7 - The project will directly secure new employment
5 — The project will secure new employment
3 — The project will permit more development
@ The project will not impact development
7 Matching Funds - LOCATY,
10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement
10 — 50% or higher
8 — 40% to 49.99%
(6 30% to 39.99%
4 - 20% to 29.99%
2 - 10% to 19.99%
0 — Less than 10%
LY} Matching Funds - OTHER
10 — 50% or higher
8 - 40% to 49.99%
6 — 30% to 39.99%
4 — 20% to 29.99%
1-10% to 19.99%
— 1% to 9.99%
Less than 1%
)] Will the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service needs of the district?
{See Addendum for definitions)
1@ - Project design is for future demand, Appeal Score

8 - Project design is for partial future demand.
Project design is for current demand.
4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.
- Project design is for no increase in capacity.

10) Ability to Proceed - If SCIP/LTIP funds are granted, when would the construction contract be awarded? (See Addendum
concerning delinquent projects)

C;— Will be under contract by December 31, 2004 and no delinquent projects in Rounds 15 & 16
3 - Will be under contract by March 31, 2005 and/or one delinquent project in Rounds 15 & 76
0 - Will not be under contract by March 31, 2005 and/or more than one delinquent project in Rounds /5 & 76

11) Daes the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffie, funetional classifications, size
of service area, and number of jurisdictions served, ete. (See Addendum for definitions)

10 - Major impact Appeal Score

é Moderate impact

2 - Minimal or no impact



12). What is the overall economie health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points
8 Points
@Points
4 Points
2 Points

13) Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of the usage or
expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?

10 - Complete ban, facility closed Appeal Score

8 - 80% reduction in legal load or 4-wheeled vehicles only
7 — Moratorium on future development, #of functioning for current demand
6 — 60% reduction in legal load
5 - Moratorium on future development, functioning for current demand
4 — 40% reduction in legal load
2 —20% reduction in legal load

@— Less than 20% reduction in legal load

14) What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

10 - 16,000 or more Appeal Score
8 - 12,000 to 15,999

(6 8,000 to 11,999
4 - 4,000 to 7,999
2 - 3,999 and under

15) Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional 85 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user {ee, or dedicated tax for the
pertinent infrastructure? (Provide documentation of which fees have been enacted.)

¥- Two or more of the above Appeal Score
3 - One of the above
0 - None of the above



ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM

General Statement for Rating Criteria

Points awarded for all iters will be based on engineering experience, f{ield verification, application information and other information
supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevant by the Support Staff. The examples listed in this addendum are not a complete list,
but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a given project.

Criterion 1 - Condition
Condition is based on the amount of deterioration that is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity, serviceability, health and/ar
safety issues. Condition is rated only on the facility being repaired or abandoned. (Documentation may include: ODOT BRS6 reports,
pavement management condition reports, televised underground system reports, age inveatory reports, maintenance records, etc., and will
oniy be considered if included in the original application.)
Definitions:
Failed Cuondition - requires complete reconstruction where no part of the existing facility is salvageable, (E.g. Roads: complete
reconstruction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridpes: complete removal and replacement of bridge; Underground: removal and
replacement of an underground drainage or water systemy; Hydrants: completely non functioning and replacement parts are
unavailable.)
Critical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction {o maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconstruction of roadway/curbs
can be saved; Bridges: removal and replacement of bridge with abutment modification; Underground: removal and replacement of
part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants: some nop-functioning, others obsolete and replacement parts are
unavailable.)
Very Poor Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth, partial depth and
curb repair of a roadway with a structural overlay; Bridges: supersiructure replacement; Underground: repair of jeints and/or minor
replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and replacement parts are available.)
Poor Condition - requires standard rehabilitation to mainiain integrity. (E.g. Roads: moderate full depth, partial depth and curb
repair to a roadway with no structural overlay needed or structural overlay with minor repairs to a roadway needed; Bridges:
extensive patching of substructure and replacement of deck; Underground: insituform or other in ground repairs; Hydrants:
functional, but leaking and replacement parts are unavailable.)
Moderately Poor Condition - requires minar rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minor full depth, partial depth or curb
repairs to a roadway with either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major structural patching and/or major deck repair;
Hydrants: functional and replacement parts are available,)
Moderately Fair Condition - requires extensive maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no overlay with exiensive
crack sealing, minor partial depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structural patching, deck repair, erosion control.}
Fair Condition - requires routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g, Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or routine crack sealing
to the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching,)
Good or Better Condition - little to no maintenance required to maintain integrity,

Note: If the infrastructure is in '"good" or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding unless it is an
expansion project that will improve serviceability.

Criterion 2 — Safety
The jurisdiction shall include in its application the type, frequency, and severiry of the safety problem that currently exists and how
the intended project would improve the simation. For example, have there been vehicular accidents attributable to the problems
cited? Have they involved injuries or fatalities? In the case of water systems, are existing hydrants non-funcrional? In the case of
water lines, is the present capacity inzdequate to provide volumes or pressure for adequate fire protection? In all cases, speciiic
documentation is required. Mentioned problems, whicl are peorly documented, shall not receive more than 3 points.
Nnte; Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply. Examples given above are NOT
intended to be exclusive.

Criterion 3 — Health
The jurisdiction shall include in its application the type, frequency, and severity of the health problem that would be eliminated or
reduced by the intended project. For example, can the problem be eliminated only by the project, ar would routine maintenance be
satisfactory? If basement flooding has occwred, was it storm waser or sanitary flow? What complaints if any are recorded? In the
case of underground improvements, how will they improve beaith if they are storm sewers? How would improved sanitary sewers
improve health or reduce health risk? Are leaded joints invoived in exisung water line replacements? In all cases, specific
documentation is required. Mentiongd problems. which are poorly documenred, shall nor receive more than 3 peints.

Note:  Each project is looked at on an individual basis io determine if any aspects of this category apply. Examples given above are NOT
intended to be exclusive,

e



Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
The jurisdiction must submr a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on the basis of most to
least importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Information.

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Will the local jurisdiction assess fees or project costs for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example: rates
for water or sewer, frontage assessments, etc.). The applying jurisdiction must submit documentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth
Will the completed project enhance economic growth and/or development in the service area?

Note:

Definitions:

Directly secure significant new employment: The project is specifically designed to secure a particular development/employer(s),

which will add at least 100 or more new employzes. The applicant agency must supply specific details of the development, the
employer(s), and number of new permanent employees,

Directly secure new emplovment: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add at least 50
new permanent employees. The applying agency must supply details of the development and the type and number of new permanent

employees.
Secure new emplovment; The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add 10 or more new

permanent employees. The applying agency must submit details.
Permit more development: The project is designed to permit additional business development. The applicant must supply details.

The project will not impact development: The project will have no impact on business development,

Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Local
The percentage of matching funds which come directly from the budget of the applying local government.

Criterion 8 — Matching Funds - Other

The percentage of matching funds that come from funding sources other than those mentioned in Criterion 7.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Tratfic Problems

The jurisdiction shall provide a narrative, along with pertinent support documentation, which describe the existing deficiencies and showing
how congestion or hazards will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to meet the needs of any expected growth or
development. A formal capacity analysis accompanying the application would be beneficial. Projected waffic or demand should be

calculated as follows:

Formula:

Desion Year  Design_vear factor

Iirban Suburban Rural
20 1.40 1,70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Future demand - Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service for
twenty-year projected demand or fully developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is already largely
developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate ffom the above table.

Partial future demand - Project will eliminate existing congestion ar deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity o service for
ten-year projected dernand or partially developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is already largely
developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.

Current demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service only for
existing demand and conditions.

Minimal increase — Project will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimal burt less than
sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions.

No_increase — Project will have no effect on existing congestion or deficiencies and provide no increase in capacity or service for
existing demand and conditions.



Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed

The Support Staff will assign points based on engineering experience and status of desivn plans us demonstrated by the applving jurisdiction
amid QPWC defined delinquent projects. A project is considered delinquent when it has not received a notice 10 proceed within the time stated
on the original application and no time extension has been granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a project and
subsequently canceling the samte after the bid date on the application may be considered as having a delinquent project.

Criterion 11 - Regional Impact

The regional significance of the nfrasiructure that is being repaired or replaced.
Definitions:
Major Tmpact - Roads: major mulii-jurisdictional route, primary feed route to an Interstate, Federal Aid Primary routes.
Moderate Tmpact - Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes

Minimal / No Impact - Roads: cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets

Criterion 12 — Economic Health
The Disirict 2 Integrating Committee predetermines the jurisdiction’s economic health. The economic health of a jurisdiction may
periodically be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban
The jurisdiction shall provide documeniation to show that a facility ban or moratoriwm has been formally placed. The ban or moratorium

must have been caused by a structural or operational problem. Points will only be awarded if the end result of the project will cause the ban to
be lifted.

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation. A registered professional engineer or the applying jurisdictions” C.E.Q must certify
the appropriate documentation. Documentation may include current traffic counts, households served, when converted to a measurement of
persons. Public fransit users are permitted to be counted for the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 — Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shall document (in the “Additional Support Information” form) which type of fees, levies or taxes they have

dedicated toward the type of infrastructure being applied for.

Note: the District 2 Integrating Committee adopted this rating system on May 2, 2003.



